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1 The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 6, 8-, 18, 20-22 and 24-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Tschauder (U. S. Pat. No. 5,296,681) in view of Kiser et al. (U. S. 
Pat. No. 6,240,601). 

Re claim 1,18 and 27, note that Tschauder disclose the device for moistening material 
comprising a rack (15) positioned in a chamber (2) and a liquid supply and a delivery 
system, 14) that differs from the claims only in the recitation of the control system as 
claimed. Kiser is cited disclosing the arrangement of moistening material where there is 
provided a control system as claimed (see abstract). It therefore would have been 
obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art to modify the device of Tschauder, to have 
control means as taught by Kiser, for the purpose of applying a desired amount of 
liquid. Re claim 8, 9, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 23, 25 and 26, Kiser discloses the control 
means. Re claims 10, Tschauder discloses the rack positioned centrally as claimed. As 
well as the drain, plurality of nozzles and collection system (see col. 4, lines 23), as 
claimed in claims 16, 17, 20, 21 and 25. 

3. Claims 7 and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
the applied prior art as applied to claim 6 above, and further in view of either Yang (U. 
S. Pat. No. 4,532,797) or Siegenheim (U. S. Pat. No. 2,189,352). 
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Claims 7 and 22 define over Tschauder, only in the recitation of the electrical 
conductivity sensor. Yang and Siegenheim (see claim 3) each cite the arrangement of 
determining the moisture content via an electrical conductivity sensor. It therefore would 
have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art to modify the device of 
Tschauder, to employ a sensor as taught by either Yang or Siegenhiem, for the purpose 
of precisely providing the proper amount of liquid. 

5. Claims 1 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over the 
applied prior art as applied to claim 6 above, and further in view of Chen (U. S. Pat. No. 
6,668,843). 

Claim 19 defines over the applied prior art only in the recitation of the applicator being 
movable with respect to the rack. Chen discloses the applicator as claimed. It therefore 
would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art to modify the applicator 
of Tschauder, to be as taught by Chen, for the purpose of ensuring for the distribution of 
th? moistening liquid. 

4. Applicant's arguments filed December 6, 2006 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. Applicant argues that the applied prior art has fails to be 
reasonably pertinent to the particular problem associated with Applicant's invention, 
namely for use in a cleanroom. While it is noted that the applied prior art in fact is not 
related for use in a cleanroom the, it should be noted that the applied prior art is related 
to the art of moistening material/towels/wipes. Therefore, it is the examiner's position, 
that the disclosure of the applied is reasonable pertinent. The intended use is of little 
patentable weight in that the body of the claim fails to recite any limitations that would 
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limit the device for use in cleanrooms only. The particular problem claimed is the 
delivery system for delivering a proper amount of liquid to the material, which is the 
same in the applied prior art. A recitation of the intended use of the claimed invention 
must result in a structural difference between the claimed invention and the prior art in 
order to patentably distinguish the claimed invention from the prior art. If the prior art 
structure is capable of performing the intended use, then it meets the claim. 
5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to FRANKIE L. STINSON whose telephone number is 
(571) 272-1308. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F from 5:30 am to 2:00 
pm and some Saturdays from approximately 5:30 am to 1 1:30 am. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Michael Barr, can be reached on (571) 272-1700. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-272-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
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For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. 
Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the 
Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




As FRANKIE L. STINSON 

Primary Examiner 
GROUP ART UNIT 1746 



